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ABSTRACT
The original of Max Uhle´s map of Pachacamac in Quito
Heiko Prümers
The map of Pachacamac made by the German archaeologist Max Uhle (1856–1944) while 
digging at the site in 1896 is an outstanding work of surveying. It was ncluded in the 
monographic report on Pachacamac published in 1903 which formed the basis of Uhle´s 
reputation as one of the leading archaeologists of his time working in the Andean area.
The original plan was considered lost and was only recently discovered by chance in the 
estate of the Ecuadorian scientist and politician Jacinto Jijón y Caamaño (1890–1950). 
This article briefly describes the 25 large-format sheets that make up the original plan. 
Its main purpose, however, is to pursue the question of why this plan is now part of Jijón y 
Caamaño's estate. A plethora of information on this topic came from the correspondence 
between the two researchers, which is preserved in their respective estates.
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Peru, Pachacamac, Max Uhle, Jacinto Jijón y Caamaño




isterio de Cultura y Patrimonio in Quito was for notes, drawings and photos made by 
Jacinto	Jijón	y	Caamaño.	During	his	exile	in	1925,	this	Ecuadorian	industrialist,	politi-
cian	and	archaeologist	had	carried	out	excavations	in	Maranga,	Peru,	which	he	later	
published in a confusing monograph that did not contain a single picture of the actual 
excavations	(Jijón	y	Caamaño	1949).	I	had	hoped	to	find	exactly	such	photographs	in	his	
estate,	which	is	kept	in	the	Archivo	Histórico,	because	I	was	interested	in	reconstructing	
the	exact	archaeological	 context	of	 some	 textiles	he	had	uncovered	 in	Maranga	 that	






entry,	 it	 contained:	 “29	 f;	paper;	miscellaneous;	 sketches	and	plans	of	 settlements	of	
several	places	in	Ecuador	and	Peru;	explanatory	cross	section	of	the	excavations	carried	
out	by	Jacinto	Jijón	y	Caamaño	in	the	Huaca	III,	in	Maranga	Peru;	in	addition	an	archi-
tectural plan of the temple of the god Viracocha in Tomabamba”2. Only the cross section 
of	Huaca	III	in	Maranga	had	been	drawn	by	Jijón	y	Caamaño.	The	remaining	28	sheets	












The original of Max  Uhle´s 
map of Pachacamac in 
 Quito













As the next paragraph will show, Uhle apparently planned for its publication and had 






included	 in	 the	1991	reprint	at	 the	same	scale,	which	 is	particularly	emphasized	by	
Shimada	in	the	introduction	(“The	crucial	site	map	is	reproduced	in	its	original	size”;	
Shimada	1991:	XV).	The	fact	 that	 the	published	plan	had	been	reduced	to	25%	of	 its	
original	size	 for	publication	has	only	become	apparent	 through	the	discovery	of	 the	















4	 In	 the	 following	 section,	 several	 technical	 details	 of	Uhle’s	 original	 Pacha-
camac	 Plan	will	 be	 briefly	 discussed	 before	 I	 address	 the	 question	 as	 to	why	 these	
cardboards	are	presently	in	the	estate	of	Jacinto	Jijón	y	Caamaño	in	Quito.
Description of Uhle´s original plan of Pachacamac
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Fig. 1: Plan of Tomebamba 
(Archivo Histórico del Ministerio 
de Cultura y Patrimonio, Quito; 
JJC.02525)
Fig. 2: Floor plan of Huaytará 
Church, ink drawing by Max Uhle 
(Archivo Histórico del Ministerio 
de Cultura y Patrimonio, Quito; 
JJC.02525)
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drawing scale nor a legend can be found on any of the other sheets speaks against this 
as these can be found on all other fair drawings of plans made by Uhle for his clients 
in	Pennsylvania	(see	Wurster	1999:	Figs.	35–37,	40,	44,	56,	58,	62–64,	71,	74,	79,	81).	
Therefore,	it	is	very	likely	that	the	Uhle	Pachacamac	Plan	bundle	included	an	additional	
sheet that is lost today.
6	 The	25	preserved	pages	depict	the	ruins	of	Pachacamac	at	a	scale	of	1:500.	
Since	the	plan	is	laid	out	as	a	mosaic,	Uhle	marked	a	1	cm	wide	strip	of	overlap	on	each	
of the pages. This should guarantee a seamless connection of the drawing with the later 
assembly	of	 the	sheets	 to	an	overall	plan.	However,	 this	was	not	always	possible.	 In	
the	published	plan,	the	borders	of	the	individual	sheets	are	sometimes	recognizable	by	
4	 „va	desde	el	Folio	8	hasta	el	33“
Fig. 3: Proof of the plan 
of Pachacamac with 
corrections by Max Uhle 
(Ibero-American Institute, 
Prussian Cultural Heritage, 
Berlin; N-0035 w 436)
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Fig. 4: Mosaic of the sheets that 
make up Uhle's original plan of
Pachacamac (Archivo Histórico del 







of	1.27	cm,	 the	grid	 is	 surprisingly	 laid	out	 in	half-inch	 intervals.	The	only	practical	












    1    2   3   4   5
   6   7
  11   12
  16   17
  20   21
  24   25
  8   9   10
  13   14   15
18   19
  22   23
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Fig. 5: Coversheet of the convolute of plans listed as JJC.02525 (Archivo Histórico del Ministerio de Cultura y Patrimonio, Quito)
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Fig. 6: The same coversheet as in Fig. 5 with mounted floor plan of the church of Huaytará, which is now stored separately (Archivo Histórico del 
Ministerio de Cultura y Patrimonio, Quito; JJC.02525)
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"Uhle´s surveying methods are based on the measuring table method, the direct scaled ap-
plication of horizontal lines and horizontal angle directions measured with the compass. 
Starting from several individual fixed points as a base, whose position and distance is defined 
first, further prominent target points (elements of buildings, wall corners, door openings) are 
aimed at with the compass. These sighting lines on further target points can then be plotted 
on the plan; the intersection of several sighting lines gives the exact position of the aimed-for 
target point without additional distance measurement over long distances. The method is 
known as triangulation by forward resection." (Wurster	1999:	98;	translation	H.P).
10	 More	revealing	in	this	respect	are	the	photographs	of	Pachacamac	contained	
in	Uhle’s	photo	album	“Travels	in	Peru	1”,	which	is	stored	at	the	Ibero-American	Insti-
tute in Berlin and accessible online5.	Several	photos	show	permanently	installed	sight-
ing	stakes,	partly	arranged	in	rows	on	terraces	of	different	heights	on	the	Temple	of	the	
Sun	(see	Folio	8r	upper	[without	sighting	rods]	and	lower	[with	sighting	rods],	Folio	8v	









Fig. 7: Detail of one of the drawing 
boards of the Pachacamac plan 
with a thin basic grid, the unit of 
measurement of which is inches 
rather than centimetres (Archivo 
Histórico del Ministerio de Cultura 
y Patrimonio, Quito; JJC.02525)
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Fig. 8: Projected over the Google Earth image of the site, the impressive accuracy of Uhle's Pachacamac plan is revealed
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How Uhle´s map of Pachacamac came to the estate of 





them	with	him	for	over	50	years	during	his	numerous	moves6. The original plans of 
16	archaeological	sites	investigated	by	Uhle	are	all	stored	in	Berlin.	There	is	one	sole	
exception:	Pachacamac.	Wurster	comments	on	this	as	follows:
„From what is likely his most important excavation, the research on the ruins of Pachacamac 
south of Lima and the Peruvian Coast that Uhle performed on behalf of the University of 
Pennsylvania from 1896, there are absolutely no sketches or plans found in the Berlin estate. 
This is due to the fact that he had worked on the excavation material and plans during a 
two-year research stay in Philadelphia 1898–1899 in order to prepare them for publication."
Von seiner wohl bedeutendsten Grabung, den Forschungen am Ruinenplatz Pachacamac 
südlich von Lima an der peruanischen Küste, die Uhle im Auftrag der University of Pennsyl-
vania ab 1896 durchführte, sind im Berliner Nachlaß gar keine Skizzen und Planunterlagen 
erhalten. Das liegt daran, daß er das Grabungsmaterial samt Plänen bei einem zweijähri-












Cultura y Patrimonio in Quito.
13 The break in their relationship was, among other things, the result of Jacinto 
Jijón	y	Caamano’s	political	commitment,	which	 Jurado	Noboa	generally	evaluates	as	
























“[...] Jacinto writes to me today, telling me to notify you that the collection and the corre-
sponding data must be completed in the course of two months, counting from today, in which 
that work may well be completed, if you spend your time conscientiously and that once this 
is finished, you are free to occupy yourself elsewhere. Of course, before you leave, you have 






















marks	in	war	bonds	that	he	had	mentioned	in	a	letter	in	191910 were almost worthless 







“[...] to demand from you [Uhle] the detailed report of the studies that you carried out, on 
behalf of Mr. Jijón, in the Provinces of Loja and Azuay. He also recommends that I remind you 






















“Dr. Uhle is giving lectures on Ecuadorian Prehistory at the University [Univ. Central, Quito], 






“Dr. Uhle received monthly a sum, which included his salary and the sum necessary for the 
excavations in the field, which are costly and were calculated in greater sum than his salary; 
now, Dr. Uhle remained in Quito, without undertaking any excavation, for more than a year, 
receiving, however, the full salary which was supposed to serve him as additional funding 
for the time he would return to the field; at that time he was supposed to bring forward the 
writing of his report, since he was not paid to write a few articles in the Bulletin, since none 
of the collaborators were hired, nor did he write them as an employee of mine, but as an 
academic. Dr. Uhle’s job was to practice studies in Loja and Azuay; presenting his report was 
therefore part of his commitment; he earned a salary even after the excavations had been 
completed, but even without that, he was obliged to present the report of his work, without 
having to continue receiving his monthly salary until the date on which he wanted to give an 
account of what he had done. But Dr. Uhle remained employed, without making excavations, 
much more time than he is now asking for; he therefore has an obligation to compensate for 
those salaries, fulfilling his commitment.
Demand, therefore, that Dr. Uhle present his report; he will see whether or not he wants to do 
it as a study to be published, but he is obliged to deliver the sketches of the graves with the 
catalogue of the content of each one, the profile drawings at scale of the excavations made 
by him, with the notes of what was found in the excavation unit and the nature of the site, 
the finished plans of the ruins studied by him; in short, all the archaeological data obtained 
by him in his excavations in Loja and Azuay, because these data belong to me. If he does not 
want to write the study, that is his business, but he must fulfil his obligation, to deposit in the 
museum all the material collected, which is not the objects alone, because to collect those I 
could have sent a less expensive commissioner, but [also] his observations made in the field, 
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Fig. 9: Letter from Moisés Luna to Max 
Uhle, dated 22.6.1925, with marginalia 
from Uhle (Ibero-American Institute, 
Prussian Cultural Heritage, Berlin; N-0035 
b 152)







“I have the impression that I have not clearly presented to you the data on funds needed for 
an expedition of this kind. I would like to complete them by outlining the conditions of some 
previous expeditions:
Pachacamac’s study required about £40 per month, including other funds under a longer 
contract;
Calama’s expedition in 1912 resulted in expenses of £30 to £35 per month including certain 
government facilities;
the one undertaken along the north coast to Pisagua in 1913 about £35 per month. The 
results of the last two expeditions originally made up the Ethnological Museum of Santiago. 
[folio 42]
Although expeditions can be undertaken on different financial bases, I do not believe that on a 
basis of less than £30 per month very satisfactory results can be obtained.	(see	Appendix	8).
22	 Since	Uhle	received	£40	a	month	for	his	work	in	the	first	two	years11, his salary 
could	only	have	been	set	at	£10	or	£15	sterling,	i.e.	100–150	sucre12. The new job at the 
Universidad	Central	was	a	significant	improvement	in	Uhle’s	circumstances.	Therefore,	
his answer, written two days later, was short and frank:
“I received your letter of 22, with Mr. Jijón’s reply to mine, and I have to answer the following:
1. I await the return of the following objects:
a. a number of books, which Mr. Vivanco has a list of
b. various photographs and drawings of archaeological objects from Ancon and Ica
c. a sounding rod used by Mr. Jijón on his expedition to Manta
d. a manuscript of Uro vocabulary.
2. I have never been an employee of Mr. Jijón, as he titles me in his letter. I have worked with 
him according to a pure verbal agreement in the most frank and unconditional way.
3. Faithful to the spirit of my expeditions I will deliver the notes, plans of excavations and 
ruins – only few are missing, because most of them have already been delivered and published 






and documents. The fact that the sheets of the original plan from Pachacamac were not 
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24 Appendix 1: Letter of María Luisa F. de Jijón y Caamaño, wife 
of Jacinto Jijón y Caamaño, to Uhle, dated 21. 3. 1924 (Ibero-
Amerikanisches Institut, Preußischer Kulturbesitz; N-0035 b 154)
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito	-	Marzo	21	-	1924
Señor	Dr	Max	Uble











cuenta	por	dinero	prestado,	 como	yo	 lo	 creo.	El	 Sr.	 Fréchou	debe,	por	 consiguiente,	
arreglar	ésto	con	Ud.
De	Ud.	atentamente
	 	 	 María	Luisa	F.	de	Jijón	y	Caamaño
25 Appendix 2: Draft of a letter from Max Uhle to María Luisa F. de 
Jijón y Caamaño, dated 22. 3. 1924 (Ibero-Amerikanisches Institut, 
Preußischer Kulturbesitz; N-0035 b 155)
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito,	22	de	Marzo	de	1924
Señora	Doña	María	Luisa	Flores	de	Jijón	y	Caamaño





















	 	 	 atento	y	obsecuente	S.
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26 Appendix 3: Letter from María Luisa F. de Jijón y Caamaño to 
Uhle, dated 23. 3. 1924 (Ibero-Amerikanisches Institut, Preußischer 
Kulturbesitz; N-0035 b 154)
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito	-	Marzo	23	-	1924
Señor	Dr	Max	Uhle








la	 veracidad	de	 tal	 afirmación;	mi	marido	me	 contestó	que	Ud.	había	 oído	mal,	 pues	
jamás	había	propuesto	pagar	á	Ud.	tan	fuerte	suma,	por	meses	empleados	en	un	viaje	



































	 	 	 María	Luisa	F.	de	Jijóbn	y	Caamaño
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27 Appendix 4: Letter from Moísés Luna to Uhle, dated 4. 3. 1925 
(Ibero-Amerikanisches Institut, Preußischer Kulturbesitz; N-0035 b 152).
Quito,	4	de	Marzo	de	1925
Señor	Dor.	Don	Max	Uhle.
	 	 	 	 	 En	la	ciudad.
Muy	Señor	mío:
En	carta	enviada	de	Lima	y	suscrita	por	el	Señor	Don	Jacinto	Jijón	y	Caamaño,	me	pide,	




Cumplo, pues, con este deber y pido a Ud., encarecidamente se digne manifestarme en 
contestación	lo	que	resolviere	o	tuviere	resuelto	a	este	respecto,	a	fin	de	comunicar	al	
Señor	Jijón.
	 	 	 	 De	Ud.	atento	y	seguro	servidor.
	 	 	 	 pp.	de	Jacinto	Jijón	y	Caamaño.
	 	 	 	 [firma	de]	Moises	Luna
28 Appendix 5: Letter from Max Uhle to Moisés Luna, dated 5. 3. 
1925 (Archivo Histórico del Ministerio de Cultura y Patrimonio, Quito; 
JJC.01909: documento 18).
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito,	5	de	marzo	de	1925
Señor	Don	Moisés	Luna





















	 	 	 	 atento	y	seguro	servidor
	 	 	 	 [firma	de]	Max	Uhle
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29 Appendix 6: Letter from Carlos A. Vivanco to Jacinto Jijón y 
Caamaño, dated 15. 5. 1925 (Archivo Histórico del Ministerio de Cultura 
y Patrimonio, Quito; JJC.01909: documento 27).
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito	a	15	de	Mayo	de	1925
Señor	Don	Jacinto	Jijón	y	Caamaño





María	Luisa	y	mis	 cariños	 respetuosos	al	niñito	Manuelito.	Mi	 familia	me	encargan	



























A	propósito	del	 Padre	Velasco	 le	diré	que	 el	 señor	Cristóbal	me	dijo	hacen	dos	días	
















































30 Appendix 7: Letter from Moisés Luna to Max Uhle, dated 22. 6. 1925 
(Ibero-Amerikanisches Institut, Preußischer Kulturbesitz; N-0035 b 152). 
Underlines in the original.
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito,	22	de	Junio	de	1925.
Sr.	Dr.	Max	Uhle.














































31 Appendix 8: Letter from Max Uhle to Moisés Luna, dated 24. 6. 
1925 (Archivo Histórico del Ministerio de Cultura y Patrimonio, Quito; 
JJC.01909: documento 19).
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Quito,	24	de	junio	de	1925
Señor	Don	Moisés	Luna


















































































Uhle estate in Berlin.
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
The original of Max Uhle´s map of 
Pachacamac in Quito
Heiko Prümers
Der deutsche Archäologe Max Uhle (1856–1944) 
führte im Jahre 1896 am Fundort Pachaca-
mac, südlich von Lima, die ersten stratig-
raphischen Grabungen in Peru durch. Die 
Ergebnisse dieser Arbeiten legte er in einer 
Monographie vor, die 1903 erschien und Uh-
les Ruf als einer der führenden Archäolo-
gen seiner Zeit im Andengebiet begründete. 
Der Monographie beigefügt war ein Gesamtplan 
des über 1 km2 großen Ruinengeländes im Maßstab 
1:2000. Das Original dieses Plans galt als verschol-
len und wurde erst kürzlich durch Zufall im Nachlass 
des ekuadorianischen Wissenschaftlers und Politik-
ers Jacinto Jijón y Caamaño (1890–1950) entdeckt. 
Dieser Artikel beschreibt kurz die 25 großforma-
tigen Blätter, aus denen sich der Originalplan 
zusammensetzt. Sein Hauptzweck besteht jedoch 
darin, der Frage nachzugehen, warum sich diese 
Blätter heute im Nachlass von Jijón y Caamaño be-
finden. Interessante Einblicke bietet hierzu die Ko-
rrespondenz zwischen den beiden Forschern, die 
in ihren jeweiligen Nachlässen aufbewahrt wird.
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